3 So       Power of Speech in the Confessors

tomed before to speak by means of it. . . . These then,
being fugitives at that time, came to Constantinople.
At the time, .moreover, that I was myself sent to the
Emperor to conduct the business of the Church, I fell
in with a certain senior, a Bishop, who attested that
he had seen their mouths speaking, though without
tongues, so that with open mouths they cried out,
' Behold and see; for we have not tongues, and we
speak.' And it appeared to those who inspected, as it
was said, as if, their tongues being cut off from the
roots, there was a sort of open depth in their throat,
and yet in that empty mouth the words were formed
full and perfect Of whom one, having fallen into
licentiousness, was soon after deprived of the gift of
miracle."8

230. Little observation is necessary on evidence
such as this. What is perhaps most striking in it is
the variety of the witnesses, both in their persons and
the details of their testimony, together with the con-
sistency and unity of that testimony in all material
points. Out of the seven writers adduced, six are
contemporaries ; three, if not four, are eye-witnesses
of the miracle; one reports from an eye-witness, and
one testifies to a permanent record at the burial-place
of the subjects of it All seven were living, or had
been staying, at one or other of the two places which
are mentioned as their abode^ One is a Pope; a
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